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. ' nn „„ sheet w ith the correspondence address - 

Z^^^DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet w,tn 

Period for Reply ^ QCT Tn FXP i RE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE _^ 

. |» NO period for reply is specified above, the mnmun sta» nod w,ll pp v ^ ^ ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. I 1331. 

" ,.7n.d pint term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704IM. 

St "S Responsive to communication(s) filed on Dec 2, 2002 . 

r-, ■ cimai 2b) 0 This action is non-final. 
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Disposition of Claims js/are pending in t he application. 

4)63 riniH«l M7-121 and 145-162 ■ 


4a) Of the above, claim(s) 
5)D Claim (s) 


s/are withdrawn from consideration, 
is/are allowed. 


is/are rejected, 
is/are objected to. 


are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 


6) 6fl HnirH M7-121 and 145-162 . — 

7) D Claim(s)___ ■ " 

8) D Claims . ■ ' 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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1. The indicated allow-ability of claims 107-109 and 1 12-121 is withdrawn in view of the 
ly discovered reference(s) to Thompson. Rejections based on the newly cited reference! s) 


new 


follow. 

2. The following is aquotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that lorm the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of .ppl.cat.on tor patent ,n the United 

St 3t6S 

3. Claims 107, 112, 120 and 121 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 


anticipated by Thompson. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
n sei 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the p, ,o 
art ar such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the tune the invention was made 
^ a persThaving ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall no, be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 108, 109, 113-119 and 145-162 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 10j(a) as being 

unpatentable over Thompson. 

Thompson discloses all of the claimed subject matter, except for the sensor mounted 
between the layers of the structures, mounting a sensor in both ends of a fastener, the specific 
details of the eddy current sensor and calibrating the sensor. These features are considered 
obvious design considerations since they are old and known in the art. 
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6. Claims 1 10 and 1 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12. second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1 10 and 111 are indefinite since they depend upon a canceled claim. 
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